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FOREWORD 


The fourth volume of the Linguistic Survey of India deals with 
Dravidian. It skips Tulu and Kodagu, and gives a specimen of 
Badaga without an account of its grammar. I have included these 
languages ; the details of Badaga are my own work, taken mainly from 
a text apparently constructed by a native. Kuvi also is lacking in the 
Linguistic Survey: it was not generally known in 1906, when the 
fourth volume was printed. 

Beside the geografic divisions of Dravidian, with Brahui, Géndi-Kui 
and Kurukh-Malto in the north, and Kanara-Tamil, Telugu and Tulu 
in the south, we may call the Gondi-Kui groupa central division for 
linguistic reasons. The central division includes Kuvi, Parji, the basis 
of Tulu, apparently the basis of Badaga, and perhaps Kolami, which 
is so little known that its linguistic position can hardly be deter- 
mined. Kélan may be considered a dialect of Tamil ; Kodagu seems 
to have a Telugu basis. Kélan is commonly called Malayalam ; 
Caldwell discusses the name Kélan, with its variants, in his Compa- 
rative Grammar. 
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ABBREVIATIONS 
ac = accusative 


d = dative 
g = genitive 


SPELLING AND SOUNDS 


Subscript dots are not easy to read, and sometimes disappear in the 
course of printing. I have therefore used prefixt dots instead to mark 
reverted linguals: .t.d .n .s.z.J .r. Other consonant-symbols are 
labial p b m fv w; dental or alveolar idn6 657% 5%1 1; prepalatal c 
(Bohemian T’), ¢ (Bohemian p’), 7 (Spanish §), ¢ (German CH in ECHT), 
7 (German Jj), A (Portuguese LH); postpalatal or velar k g yxy; 
glottal: (Arabic hamzah) and h; 7 for palatalized r ;’p ’t ’c ’k for glot- 
talized occlusives. Capitals, as N L R, mean voiceless sounds. 

A Portuguese til (as @) marks nasalized vowels; an angular circumflex 
(as d) means length combined with main stress ; a grave accent (as 
a) means variable or uncertain length; in Kodagu, Tulu and spoken 
Tamil, 7 is apparently a close mediopalatal vowel like Rumanian 1; é 
corresponds to our neutral Ein BAKERY; ¢ is like our A in HaT. In 
theoretic forms a breve marks vowels of unknown quality : @ (in 
general), é (probably e or), 6 (probably o or u), % (probably wu or 2). 

In dealing with literary languages, c and ¢ are used to transliterate 
ancient simple occlusives. In modern speech these occlusives have 
developt to affricates resembling those of English cHarce; Telugu has 
ts and dz before non-palatal vowels. 

Tamil script represents all occlusives as being voiceless; such a sound- 
system, except for foren words, is found in spoken Kélan, as described 
by Ramaswami Aiyar. Spoken Tamil has a fricative resembling ¢ 
for initial c and for intervocalic c ; otherwise it has a voiced sound, 
where an occlusive-symbol is written singly, between voiced sounds. 
Fricatives may replace the voiced occlusives between vowels. 

Corresponding to the written R- symbol, spoken Tamil has a strong- 
ly trilled r between vowels, alveolar dr after n, alveolar t or r before 
a consonant ; and corresponding to RR, alveolar #t or tir. Modern 
Kanara and modern Telugu have r for older R. Modern Kanara has 
.l for older .r, and the same change is common in spoken Tamil. 
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Vinson assumes that the modern sound-system of Tamil was in use 
when the language was first written: 


Ce qui est certainement remarquable, c’est l’intelligente habileté avec laquelle l’al- 
phabet tamoul a été composé : on y trouve la preuve d’une observation trés exacte 
et trés raisonnée; cet alphabet est évidemment l’ceuvre d’un grammairien, ou d’un 
groupe de grammiairiens, étranger et fort instruit qui, tenant compte des lois de la 
phonétique, a compris qu’un méme signe suffisait pour k et g,t etd, petd;... 


This theory of a highly simplified spelling cannot well be main- 
tained. In the spelling of early Tamil it was customary to ignore the 
difference between é, 6, and short e and o. If the authors of Tamil 
spelling neglected to indicate certain vowel-lengths, evidently they did 
so because their model, used for writing Sanskrit, failed to provide any 
means of marking the difference. And evidently their respect for that 
model would have led them to distinguish voiced and voiceless occlu- 
sives, if such a distinction was made in spoken Tamil. The spelling 
of Tamil represents its ancient sounds. I here transcribe Tamil in 
accord with itsspelling. Kélan has a corresponding system of spelling 
for native words, and it is here transcribed as Tamil is. Certain 
varieties of spoken Kélan have voiced the simple occlusives between 
voiced sounds, parallel with what is found in spoken Tamil. 

In Géndi and southern Dravidian the sound / is often added before 
an initial palatal vowel, and v before an initial o-sound.or w- sound. 
These added consonants seem to have generally no historic value 
except as hiatus-fillers, and may therefore be usually disregarded in 
transcriptions. 

Tulu distinguishes the sounds ¢e ande, but the ordinary spelling, in 
Kanara script, writesthem alike. In transcriptions Brigel fails to mark 
the difference. I havetherefore had to usee for both sounds, in accord 
with Brigel’s faulty method, except in a few cases where Manner’s 
transcriptions show the difference. 

In early Kanara the neutral nasal-sign (0) was used for a final 
nasal element commonly transcribed m. This final nasal may cor- 
respond to modern -vu,-nu or zero. Where it corresponds toa modern 
-nu without the variant -vu, it would perhaps be better to transcribe 
itas 2. I writen in the nominatives dn I, nin YOU, tan SELF, én WHAT. 


CHARACTERISTICS 


4. Ancient s is generally lost in southern Dravidian, but a special 
feature of the Kanara-Tamil group is the reduction of initial sn to n 
in Kanara nd.d-, Tamil nokk- (<c*né.tk-) took aT. Elsewhere initial 
sn became sN, and the N changed to ¢ or zero. A feature separating 
Kanara-Tamil from Telugu and Tulu is the development of *pitar 
thru *picar to Kanara pesar, Tamil pejar NAME, ¢ being palatalized by 
the preceding 7. Asimilar development, likewise lacking in Telugu 
and Tulu, isfound in Tamil mujal, mucal < *mical < *mital < *midal 
HARE; the Kanara form mola, instead of *mosal corresponding to the 
Tamil forms, is a loan-word from Géndi, which has malol < *molal 
< *mudal < *midal. Palatalized nt is represented in Kanara is- << 
*ic- <L. “inc- << “int-, also it- <i “int- < *tic- < “int-, beside Tamil 
ninc- < nint- (with n- from nir WATER), against Telugu id- < id- 
<*ind- swim. A change of ¢ltocl, similar to the Italiandevelopment 
in SECCHIA < *sekkXa << SITVLA, appears in Kanara sikk- BE CAUGHT; BE 
FOUND, with the variants siluk-, silk-< *cilk- << *sclik- << *stlik- <*slik-, 
corresponding to Tamil cikk-, Telugu cikk-, against Tulu tikk- < *stlik- 
< “slik-, Gondi hilk- < “silk- < *slik- ; but perhaps the Tulu word 


was borrowed from early Kanara. 


2. Kanarahass for cnot in contact with aconsonant, asin the words just 
mentioned, pesar, is-, sikk-. Double cis kept: eccuw is the past parti- 
ciple of is-, es- THROW, parallel with ko.t.tu from ku.d-, ko.d- GIve. 
Developments ofs from care found in Brahui, Géndi, Kui, Telugu, 
Tulu and perhaps Kurukh-Malto. In Kanara késu and kisu < *kesu 
RED, variants of ken < *kenso, the s is not connected with ancients ; 
it was taken from pasu (= Tamil pacu) GreEN. To explain Kanara 
Cen HONEY, SZ? SWEET, beside Tamil tén and #7, we may assume the 
development Cen < “cen < “*tién < *ten, and a change of “ti to “ci 
under the influence of *cén. 


3. Under .s in Kittel’s dictionary we read: ‘It does not occur in 
pure Kannada.’ This assertion is given as a quotation from the ‘stan- 
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dard early authority’ on Kanara. It is not clear whether the early 
authority spoke a dialect having no .s, or made a false statement, as 
Bucher does in repeating the quoted words with nothing to mark them 
as a quotation. Kanara has .s in a.s.tuSO MUCH, i.5.tu SO MUCH, é.5.tu 
HOW MUCH, and other words. The word a.s.tu is derived from “actu, 
with a Sanskrit-like treatment of ct; the ending is the ordinary neuter- 
ending -tu, and the stem is shown by dsu (<*ac-)so mucH. Likewise 
i.s.tu corresponds to isu SO MUCH, and ¢.s.tu to és“ HOW MUCH. 

4. Modern Kanara has, like the neighboring Marati, developt the 
sound § from s before palatal vowels. This sis commonly represented 
by the ¢-symbol. Otherwise there is no ¢ in native Kanara words. 
In Caldwell’s Comparative Grammar we find ‘s’ for s in a few Kanara 
words. Apparently Caldwell, after writing s for the fricative sound 
of Tamil c, changed it to ‘s’ in his manuscript, and wrongly made the 
same change in some of the Kanarawords. This blunder is kept in 
the ‘revised’ reprint of the book. 


5. A remarkable development, apparently without general parallels 
in the other Dravidian tongues, is the Kanara change of -al to -a.l 
after r : ara.] beside aral < alar = Tamil alar BLossom ; bera.l beside 
beral = Tamil viral FINGER. Modern Kanara has assimilated r and .r 
to following consonants: ippattu <irpattu < *irépat == Tamil iruvatu, 
irupatu TWENTY ; ibbaru < irbar < irvar < *irohar = Tamil iruvar 
TWO PERSONS; omme << orme ONCE; katte << ka.rte< *khaitas <*ghau- 
ritas == Tamil ka.rutai ass ; iddu< irdu < *irudu<< *iruntu =Tamil 
iruntu BEEN; kanna.da < *karnd.ta KANARA; akki < *arki < “aright 
<*right< *wrighia =Tamilarici rice. These Kanara developments 
have done away with the old rule, still unchanged in spoken Tamil, 
of having only voiceless sounds for doubled occlusives, in native 
words. 


6. Kanara differs from Tamil in having initial b for v. The same 
change of v to J, evidently under the influence of Kanara, is found in 
Badaga, Kodagu, and Tulu. It is also found in Brahui ; and in the 
northeastern tongues, Kurukh, Malto, and a portion of Kui, which are 
neighbors of Aryan tongues having b for v. The change of medial v 
to b, in contact whith a consonant, falls within the historic period of 
Kanara : ibbaru < irbar <irvar TWO PERSONS. ‘The Kanara develop- 
ment of 5 from v caused a dialectal strengthening, for distinctness, 
of p to ph, which changed thru fto / where it was not in contact with 
a consonant, and the use of ) spread until it was general enough to 
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be adopted in literary Kanara: hattu < pattu TEN, but ippattu < irpattu 
TWENTY. 


7. Kanara has generally lost checking nasals except after a main-strest 
short vowel: ondu ONE, era.du TWO, miuRu THREE, aidu FIVE, beside 
Tamil onRu, ira.n.tu, miinRu, aintu. Similar developments are found 
in Telugu ma.du << ma.du < *mt.n.du THREE, didu < “aindu FIVE, 
and in Tulu mad%i = Kui mundzi THREE. From Telugu re.n.du 
Two, beside velug- == Tamil vi./ayk- sHINE, it appears that stress-dis- 
placement was earlier than the loss of nasals after weak vowels. An 
early borrowing from Kanara is represented in Tulu ra.d.di two, which 
has replaced a native form resembling Géndi ra.n.d or Kui ri.n.de: 


8. If the evidence of native spelling can be trusted, all occlusives 
were voiceless in early Tamil. Probably the samething was once true 
of Kanara, which has ) and p for Aryan bh in hubbu < pubbu < purbu 
<purvu Brow. Spoken Tamilagrees with Kanara in generally having 
a voiced sound for a single occlusive between voiced sounds, either 
as an ancient medial or as a medialized initial in compounds. In 
Kanara the change of initial v to b upset the principle, still fixt for 
native words in spoken Tamil, that the initial occlusive of an isolated 
word must be voiceless, and made easy the use of initial d and g by 
extension from the medialized initials of compounds. Such an exten- 
sion is tobe seen in Kanara gej-, a variant of kej- == Tamil cej- po, based 
on Aryan kia DONE. 


9. Kanara has simplified double occlusives after a long or weak- 
strest vowel. Such an occlusive may become voiced after a weak 
vowel, as in nambige beside nambike == Tamil nampikkai trust. Tamil 
has developt a voiceless fricative (written as c) and also 7 from c, 
sometimes in the same word : mucal and mujal HARE, arici and ari < 
“ariji RICE. ‘This marks a difference between two ancient dialects: 
in one ofthem c became an affricate early enough toescape the voicing 
that affected simple occlusives. The presence or absence of voicing may 
sometimes depend on assimilation. Thus Kanara tu.ti Lip, instead of 
normal *tu.di = Tamil tu.ti, seems to have .t because of the ini- 
tial t. 


10. Ancient s and .s have disappeared in southern Dravidian, except 
in one dialectof Tulu, which is a displaced centraltongue. Common 
hiatus-fillers are j; v << w;(g)g << gw <_w. Tamil examples are 
Gjira-m < *saséra < sahasra THOUSAND 3 ija-m <Q Sisd LEAD; pil.n 
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< bhil.sa.na ORNAMENT; karu(m) < *karn < kr.s.na BLACK; avan 
< *asan HE; ava.n <*asa.n THERE; mikku <*mag < *mugwo <*muwo 
< *muso nose. The change of s thru / to zero has well-known paral- 
lels in Greek and Singhalese. The ending *-as became -ai in early 
Kanara-Tamil, in accordance with Italian por < post: Tamil talai, 
Kanara tale < *talai < *talas HEAD. 


41. From apparently trustworthy accounts of Bengali, Panjabi, 
Singhalese, and Telugu, it seems that / and nm are commonly alveolar 
in these tongues, not dental except in contact with other dentals ; a 
similar description of Spanish / and n is given by Navarro Tomas. 
Tamil / is likewise said to be alveolar ; it is not found in contact with 
a dental in the same word. Tamil ] combines with t# to make RR, and 
with ¢ to make R or RR, presumably thru (¢)tr. In early Tamil we 
find /R as a variant of R apparently derived from /t; the real source 
was perhaps /st, which became str. Another source of Tamil R is .ir, 
as in onRu < *o.n.tri < “oro.n.tit ONE, beside oru ONE, ira.n.tu TWO, 
iru Two. A common source is/, made voiceless by a following sound, 
as in kaRpen for *kalppen I sHaLL LEARN. In Tamil anRu = anna.l 
THAT DAY, inRu == 1 nnd.l Topay, we find mR derived from n-.1, appa- 
rently thru .2.dr and .n.tr. 


42. Northern spoken Tamil hasj for .r. Thisseems to imply pala- 
talized r as asourceof Kanara-Tamil .r. Similarly Kurukh has wi- = 
Tamil u.r- plow. Apparently Tamil ku.ri prr and Telugu gojji prt 
came from *kuria : both languages have 7 for a after a palatal, and 
Telugu has o for uw before an ancient a. If Aryan siirja sun is the source 
of Tamil #.r sunsHINE, the loss of the final vowel, against ku.ri 
< *kuta << *kuria, could have resulted from the length of the stem- 
vowel, just as in early English nouns the plural-ending -v is lost after 
a long stem-syllable. A basis *mardcd, changing to *marcé in Géndi 
and to *marato, *marajo, *marj6, *maré in Tamil, would explain Géndi 
mars = Tamil ma.ru ax; r prevents voicing of a following sound in 
central Dravidian as it does in the southern tongues, for example in 
Kanara irpattu TWENTY beside aivattu Firty. For Kanara kattu NECK, 
THROAT, corresponding to Tamil ka.ruitu, Telugu kuttika < kruttika, 
Brahui gu.t, Kurukh xéser, xesr-, we may assume a basis *kerust, which 
became *ers in Kurukh, *krust, *“kurst (*ku.L.t ?), *ku.s.t in Brahui, 
*krust in Telugu, *kerst, “krest, *kriast, *kratt, *kartt in Kanara-Tamil, 
and *karutt in Tamil. Kanara verb-stems commonly correspond closely 
to their Tamil equivalents; among the few exceptions are pé.r- against 
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Tamil péc- spEAK, and né.d- against Tamil nokk- Loox at, beside the 
noun n0.ta < *nd.t.tam == Tamil nd.t.tam SIGHT, with a normal reduc- 
tion after the long vowel(9). The Tamil infinitive-ending is some- 
times -a and sometimes -ka ; I have explained the variation in Dravi- 
dian Researches. Evidently nokk- stands for *n0.tk- or older *nd.dg-, the 
infinitive-stem used as a general verb-stem. Likewise péc- represents 
*perc- < *perk-, the infinitive-stem with & palatalized by the preceding 
sound, just as ¢ was palatalized by 7 in pejar_ < *picar < *pitar NAME. 
Thus it is clear that palatalized r was a source of Kanara-Tamil .r, 
tho we cannot say that it was the only source. Early Kanara has .r 
for .din contact with a consonant, the future of 70.d- being either 
no.duvem or no.rpem. 


13. The Tamil alfabet has two m-symbols, which may be transcri- 
bed as nt and n?: m*' is written initially and in the group nt; n? is 
used otherwise in native words. In borrowed words nu! may be 
written between vowels, to represent Sanskrit 7. The sound of 1" is 
said to be dental ; 7? is alveolar. Ramaswami Aiyar asserts that spo- 
ken Tamil lacks dental , and that ‘Tamilians are ridiculed’ by Kélans 
for using alveolar 2 instead of dental nu initially. His statement 
ignores the group nd (written nt), which is presumably dental. Sri- 
nivas Iyengar declares that Tamil ¢ d » J are dental, and says nothing 
about the generally admitted alveolar sounds. Vinson describes 1 
and n? as being palatalized, or preceded by an i-like sound, at the 
end of a syllable. Wrongly supposing that Vinson’s statements have 
historic importance, Bloch assumes that 1? corresponds to an ancient 
palatalized sound of Dravidian in general (Langues dravidiennes). 
This is like saying that Latin nN must have regularly had a palatalized 


quality, on the ground that its derivative is the sound # in Catalan and 
Spanish. 


14. In many varieties of early Dravidian a voiceless sound unvoiced 
a preceding nasal, ./, or/. Tamil examples are the adjectives iruppu 
with pp << Mpp < mbb, maruttu with tt < Ntt <_ ndd, beside the 
substantives irumpu IRON, maruntu MEDICINE ; the infinitive ke.tka and 
the future kz.tpen from ke.] ask, HEAR, with .¢ for .L ; the infinitive 
kaRka and the future kaRpen from kal- Learn; with R for L. There 
seems to be nothing to justify Caldwell’s theory that in such cases 
a nasal was not radical and was added before a single consonant. Prob- 
ably maruntu is a derivative of Aryan mantra CHARM, borrowed too 
late for N to develop from , and too' late for tr to become R ; irumpu 


TUTTLE, DRAVIDIAN DEVELOPMENTS T5 


may be connected with one of the Turkish equivalents, demir, timir, 
timur, thru something like *idimur and *irimbru, with a dissimilative 
loss of the second 7. We may assume that single occlusives were 
unvoiced later than double ones in Kanara-Tamil (or general Dravi- 
dian). After mbb had become pp in iruppu, mb became mp in irumpu, 
too late for an unvoicing of the m. In spoken Tamil an occlusive is 
regularly voiced after a nasal of the same word: apparently a similar 
condition existed in early Kanara-Tamil, before the general unvoicing 
of occlusives. Beside the ordinary unvoicing of Tamil / in contact 
with an occlusive, as shown by faRka and kaRpéen, we sometimes find 
1 kept, for example in alkal, a variant of aKkal stayinG, from the root 
of alla 1s Nor. This retention of / seems to represent a period earlier 
than the unvoicing of simple occlusives. Apparently alkal came from a 
form with g, and aRkal from a variant with gg. The unvoicing of 
double occlusives wasearly enough to change / to L; the unvoicing of 
simple occlusives was too late to affect /. 


15. In his discussion of Sanskrit and Dravidian, Bloch says: ‘le dra- 
vidien n’admet pas de cérébrales initiales’, and infers that Dravidian 
influence cannot be held to explain the use of initial reverted linguals 
in Aryan. This inference would be interesting if it had any basis, 
but the supposed basis is a false statement. It would be nearer the 
truth to say that all of the Dravidian languages admit initial reverted 
linguals. Ona single page of the word-lists in the Linguistic Survey 
of India (one of Bloch’s sources), I find Géndi .tali cow, Kui .deyga 
HIGH, Malto .da.dj FEMALE. ‘Telugu hasinitial .din .debbhai SEVENTY. 
In Kittel’s dictionary (one of Bloch’s sources), more than a hundred 
Kanara words, markt as native by the use of heavy-face type, begin 
with .tor .d. In Tamil no reverted linguals begin isolated forms of 
native words, but they may begin combined forms, as in ta.n .nir 
COLD WATER beside mir waTER. We may reasonably reverse Bloch’s 
statement and say that Dravidian influence would certainly explain 
the Aryan use of initial reverted linguals. 


16. If a final consonant follows a main-strest short vowel, it is 
regularly doubled before a word or suffix beginning with a vowel, in 
Kanara and Tamil ; thus Kanara has modern kallu, ka.n.nu, for older 
kal stone, ka.n EYE, beside avaru for older avar THEY,and Tamil has 
kaRka.l and kalluka.l] as plurals of kal stone. This explains Tamil 
patiu. TEN, beside -patu in its multiples and patin- -TEEN. Perhaps pattu 
and the variant pahtu came from Aryan paykti in the sense of LARGE 
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NUMBER, with 7 unvoiced and lost as explained above (44). From an 
early Dravidian form *paxti or *pahti were developt Kanara padin-, 
Tamil patin- -TEEN, and Géndi pad, Telugu paditen. Isolated *pahti 
lost its final vowel in Kanara-Tamil; later, when -u was added to final 
occlusives, the main-strest form became Kanara patiu, Tamil pahtu and 
pattu, but a weaker stress left the simple occlusive unchanged, as in 
Tamil irupatu, iruvatu TweNTY. The influence of pattu changed 
*-pbatu to -pattu in Kanara, which has irpattu < “irdpat. The doub- 
ling of finals is seen also in Tulu ka.n.ni, Telugu kannu < *hka.n 
EYE. 


47. Kanara commonly has e for 7 and o for u before one of the 
more open vowels (chiefly a ore < ai): era.du = Tamil ira.n.tu 
Two ; modal = Tamil mutal First. Parallel developments are found 
in Telugu and spoken Tamil, but seem to be lacking in Tulu, except 
in words influenced by or borrowed from Kanara. Weak-strest ai 
has become e in Kanara: ele == Tamil ilai tear. The same change 
is common in spoken Tamil. In Kanara, as in Kurukh-Malto, e and 
o undergo harmonic closure : kisu < *kesu beside lengthened kesu RED; 
kivi = Tamil cevi EAR; ku.du == Tamil ko.tu cive; kuRi = Tamil 
koRi sHEEP. Kanara drops weak vowels more freely than Tamil: 
akki < *arki < *artki < *right < *wrighia = Tamil arici < *rithi 
< “wrighia RICE; iddu < irdu < *irudu < “iruntu = Tamil 
iruntu BEEN. A contrary case is seen in Kanara ka.nis- < *ka.nic- 
<*ha.nit- <*ka.nitt- = Tamil ka.t.t- < *ha.N.t.t- <*kd.nitt- snow. 
In Kanara ibbaru << irbar <irvar <*iruwar < *irdhar, corresponding 
to Tamil iruvar Two PERSONS, the loss of « was too late for a change 
of itoe. IfAryan wjaghraticer is the basis of Kanara bekku < berku 
caT, the Tamil form veruku isan expansion of *verko < *vergho. 


18. The Linguistic Survey puts Badaga among the dialects of Kanara. 
In its fonology, morfology and vocabulary there is much that agrees 
with Kanara. But instead of -u, the ending of the neuter plural in 
Kanara, Badaga has -e corresponding to Tamil -ai, now sounded as e or 
e. This shows that if Badaga belongs in southern Dravidian, its basis 
is Tamil rather than Kanara. The old Tamil element has been largely 
replaced by Kanara equivalents. But the real basis is probably not 
southern ; various features seem to imply a Géndi basis. 


49. A distinctive feature of Badaga is the use of .r for .J : av.ra = 
Kanara ava.l, Tamil ava.] sHE; b.re- = Kanara be.le-, Tamil vi.lai 
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GROW ; k.re- == Kanara ke.!-, Vamil ké./- ask, HEAR. The anticipation, 
which regularly goes with the use of .r in Badaga, seems to mark 
the struggle toutter a foren sound. Godndi has.r, but lacks.J. Instead 
of a word corresponding to Kanara ibbaru or Tamil iruvar Two 
PERSONS, Badaga uses era.d.ra, the formal equivalent of Kanara era.d 
G.] TWO-THING PERSON. Cognate with ibbaru and iruvar, Géndi has 
tru.r, Which may be translated COMPANY: it is not a true numeral, 
but is used in expressions of the type marri-iru.r SON-COMPANY for 
SON AND FATHER. Ordinary Gdndi lacks a word for Two PERSONS. 
Corresponding to Kanara gej- DO, MAKE, WORK, Gdondi has fi- : 
apparently a blend of the two formsis represented in Badaga gi- work. 
Similarly a blend of Géndi marri and Sanskritic Kanara (a4tma)tata is 
perhaps to be seen in Badaga mdii son. 


20. A remarkable Badaga development is the change of a too in 
mora TREE, against Kanara mara, Tamil maram, Telugu mranu 
(<* mar...), Tulu mara and Gondi ma.ra. In Géndi we find the 
variations .fo.d.di == .tu.d.di MOUTH, massor == mussor NOSE, beside 
Tamil tu.ti tip, Malto muso NOSE : in such cases evidently weak stress 
allowed the first vowel to vary. Ifa Badaga form *mo.rd, developt as 
a variant of Géndi ma.ra, came into contact with Kanara mara, a 
blending of the two forms might have produced mora. 


24. In American English, as it is spoken in the neighborhood of 
New York, an apical a is commonly used in such words as aRM and 
HARD : the tongue-tip is raised nearly to the .r-position at the 
beginning of the vowel, and held there thruout its duration. Badaga 
seems to have a similar apical a, which may be written .4. In com- 
pounds, after a consonant, Badaga has -.rd == Kanara d.] PERSON. 
But when the same word stands alone, it is written as @ with the 
subscript form of the .r-symbol that is otherwise used only if the 
consonant is the final member of a group. This seems to imply the 
utterance of an apical @. 


22. The general sound-system of Kélan is much like that of Tamil. 
According to Frohnmeyer, voiceless occlusives have a weak aspiration 
in Tamil (as in English), but not in Kélan. According to Ramaswami 
Aiyar, spoken Kélan has an affricate for initial c, and an affricate ora 
fricative for intervocalic ¢c; native occlusives are regularly voiceless ; 
dental » and alveolar n are distinguisht in speech tho not in writing ; 
the present sound of R is more reverted and more strongly trilled 


*K 
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than that of r. This reverted sound is said to be used instead of ordi- 
nary r after voicelesss sounds in words taken from Aryan : an indi- 
cation of the formerly voiceless quality of R. 


23. Kélan pijar, a variant of pejar = Tamil pejar NAME, is appa- 
rently an older form lost in Tamil. In Kanara and spoken Tamil we 
find vowel-changes of the type ea < i-a and o-a < u-a, but in 
written Tamil they are extremely rare, and it may be suspected that 
in Tamil pejar <* picar the development of e came from the influence 
of the contracted form pér, which probably has @é for ia in accord 
with Tamil ver, a contracted form of vijar < *wisar SWEAT. 


24. Gundert gives asa proverbial expression Kélan nay-kalam 1N 
MY TIME, literally I-rime. This use of a nominative, instead of the 
general stem as the first portion of a compound, is contrary to the 
ordinary principles of Dravidian speech, and seems to show that 
Kélan was originally a creole dialect, representing Tamil learned 
defectively by adults who had a different native tongue. 


25. The Linguistic Survey puts Kodagu in the Kanara-Tamil 
group. It has taken much from Kanara and Tamil; an interesting 
form is phivu = Kanara haivu < pivu Blossom, with the ph that 
must be assumed for early Kanara (6). But from d in Kodagu peda 
< *pitar NAME, against the Kanara-Tamil development *picar < 
* pitar, it is clear that Kodagu stands outside of the Kanara-Tamil 
group. The form peda has lost final r, in accord with zbba = Kanara 
irbar TWO PERSONS; it corresponds to Telugu *pedar << *pitar, and 
agrees with pronouns in pointing to Telugu as the basis of Kodagu. 


26. Telugu, the northernmost of the southern tongues, shares 
various features with Géndi and Kui. But it differs from them in the 
treatment of the root *7zti Give. In Telugu, as in Kanara-Tamil, the 
past *ztit- contracted to itt- and produced the stem i-. The past par- 
ticiple *zticci, represented by the past tiss in Brahui, became *cicci in 
the other northern languages and produced the general stem *ci- 
(Kurukh-Malto tsi-, Gondi-Kui si-). The Telugu development of 
sN thru st tot is shown in ca.d- (< *ta.d-), cuc- (<C *ti.dc-) SEE. 
This verb, like many others in Telugu, has extended to forms of 
the present a suffixal c belonging to the past participle; *ti#.dci became 
caci, with double assimilation, and altered initial ¢ to c in forms that 
have kept .d. In Telugu péru < *prer < *pedar < *pitar NAME, 
kundélu << *madél < *medal < *midal Hark, the palatalization of 
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Tamil *picar and *mical is lacking. The d of *pedar became 1, in 
accord with mrélu == modalu BEGINNING, and was lost by dissimila- 
tion before r disappeared as a normal development in manu < mranu 
(= Tamil maram) TREE, vélu < vrélu (= Tamil viral) Fincrer. The 
prefix of kundelu seems to be connected with Tamil kuti- jump, Tulu 
kudike Fox, *JUMPER. A special feature of Telugu is p for tw in 
pojji FIREPLACE, beside ¢ in Tamil #, Tulu ta Fire : apparently the 
development was pojji <. *pwejja < *twejja <*twea <*twia, with 
hiatus-filling 7 doubled for some reason not known, perhaps because 
of the shortness of the stem-vowel, just as hiatus-filling g is doubled 
in mugguru, a variant of muguru, mavuru < *muhar THREE PERSONS. 


27. In early Telugu, as in Gondi and Kui, stress-displacement 
was common. It was often accompanied by sound-displacement or a 
change of vowel-length. Examples are nd- beside ana- in forms of 
an- SAY; ka- for *aga- in forms of ag- BECOME; rd- for *vara- 
(= Gondi va.ra-) in forms of va- <Q *war- come; Je- == Kanara illa 
Is NOT; /é- == Kanara é.r- RISE; /o- == Kanara d.r- DIVE; kondaru 
SOME, based on okka ONE; re.n.du = Tamil ira.n.tu Two ; .debbhat, 
.debbadi SEVENTY beside é.du SEVEN ; peru, kundélu, mrélu, mranu, vrélu, 
mentioned above. 


28. Early Telugu shared with other Dravidian tongues the general 
principle of voicing a simple occlusive between voiced sounds, and of 
losing (thru unvoicing) a nasal directly followed by a !voiceless sound 
that remained such. But in the known form of the language various 
changes have taken place. Thus ka.n.ti, the genitive of kannu < *ka.n 
EYE, represents *ka.ndtti or *ka.n.natti, parallel with the uncontracted 
Kuvi genitive mranuti beside mranu TREE. Double consonants are 
simplified, as in Kanara, after a weak-strest or long vowel; frequent 
weakness of stress explains oka for older okka < *otka one. If kis 
the basic initial sound of gurramu HoRSE, beside k in Tamil kuti- 
jump, kutirai Horse, the g could have come from its position between 
vowels, after ma@ My and mi your. Because of the regular change of 
mb to mm in Telugu, we find an alternation of p (for pp << Mpp < 
mbb) and m (for mm < mb), as in the adjectives gurrapu, inupa, beside 
the substantives gurramu HORSE, inumu (= Tamil irumpu) Iron. 


29. In Telugu, as in Kanara, s stands for c between vowels : the 
suffix of cést << *kiéc) HAVING DONE corresponds to that of vacci < 
*warcl HAVING COME. In cici HAVING SEEN, nilici HAVING STOOD, ¢ 
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is a later reduction of cc after a long or weak vowel. Telugu has s 
for c before a consonant in vdastu COMING, castu SEEING, nilustu STAND- 
inG. Ancient .s and s have disappeared, as in Kanara-Tamil : alam- 
= Kanara ala(m)b-, Tamil alamp-, Brahui salap- wasn ; mukku = 
Kanara ma, mugu, Tamil makku, Malto muso Nose; lé- = Kui si.de 
is NOT. In Telugu tala< “*talas HEAD, perhaps the development 
was thru *tala < *talau < *talasu, corresponding to Kui tlau << 
*talasu < *talas. 


30. In Telugu, as generally also in northern Dravidian, .J and 
.n have lost their reversion except in contact with other reverted 
linguals : kannu < *ka.n == Kanara ka.n.nu < ka.n eve, mullu < 
*mu.l == Kanara mu.l.lu < mu.) THORN. In plurals written with 
-.tlu, -.dlu, -.llu, as mu.n.dlu, mu.llu THORNS, the written / seems to 
be sounded .J. Telugu has / for n < .m in kala DREAM, because of 
dissimilation in the verb kalagan- < *kandkan- < *ka.nau *ka.n-, 
literally SEE A DREAM, OF SEE A VISION, kala being derived from the root 
of kan- (= Kanara ka.n-) see. Apparently Telugu *kana was the 
source of Kanara kana, Tamil kana, kanavu pRreaM. Corresponding 
to Tamil .r, Telugu has .d in @.du == é.ru SEVEN, ké.di = ké.ri 
FOWL, gd.dide = ka.rutat < “khdttas ass; r in proddu = po.rutu 
TIME, kri = ki.r UNDER; / in Je RISE, J0- DIVE (27); and jj in gojjz 
pit (12). Perhaps .d represents the normal development at the end 
of a syllable : the -u of sEVEN is hardly radical, and the -7 of FowL 
may have been added from other animal-names. 


31. In the Linguistic Survey Tulu is wrongly said to belong to 
the Kanara-Tamil group. In Dravidian Researches I have explained 
features that show the kinship of Tulu : initial h< sn,s < sn, 
t << sn, in three dialects, parallel with Géndi h < sn, Kuis < sn, 
Telugu t < sn, against Kanara-Tamil 1 < sn; d¥ < dr in accord 
with Kui dz < dr; r <1 beside Kui .d < 1; o-interrogatives, as in 
Kui; two past tenses, as in Géndi; ar = Kui aaru THOSE; 7 YOU, 
lacking initial m, in agreement with Géndi and Kui forms, against 
Kanara-Tamil ni < *i ; in- == Géndi-Kui in- say, against Kanara- 
Tamil an-, en-; a derivative of *waykiatro INSIDE, in agreement with 
Géndi and Kui forms, against derivatives of *wakiatro in Kanara 
and Tamil; no palatalization in mu(g)ger < *muar < *midal Harz, 
pudar < *pitar NAME, in agreement with Géndi and Kui forms, 
against Tamil mucal < *mical < *midal and * picar <* pitar. To 
these may be added Tulu -ge ir Is satb, corresponding to Kuvi -ke; 
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K6éi, a dialect of Géndi, has the verb ke- say, but cognates seem 
to be lacking in Kanara-Tamil. 


32. Gédndi, Kui and the basis of Tulu belong to a single division 
of Dravidian. An important feature of these tongues is the use of a 
large number of stem-vowels in demonstratives and interrogatives. 
Kui forms interrogatives from five vowels, 7 ¢ a o u, and demonstra- 
tives from four, 7 e ao. In the other divisions of Dravidian the vowel 
eis the basis of all interrogatives, aside from the interjections a and 
6. Géndi, the southernmost of the northern tongues, has reduced 
the bases of demonstratives to the three found in Tulu and Tamil, 
ia u, but has redevelopt two other stem-vowels, @ < *ia- << *isa- 
and 0- < *au- <“awa- < *asa- in the masculine, beside neuter id 
and ad. Géndi and Badaga, which probably has a Géndi basis, are 
remarkable in letting regular sound-changes break up the formal unity 
of connected demonstratives. Instead of normal *eva < “isan HE, 
Kanara has iva with? from the influence of the neuter idu and of other 
words with 7; but Badaga has normale in evd < *isan, and likewise 
in the neuter plural eve (= Tamil ivai), beside unchanged 7 in the 
neuter singular idu. Tulu has demonstratives from three bases, 7a u, 
and interrogatives from two, ¢ and o. This distribution of the basic 
vowels is not found in any other Dravidian tongue. The u-demon- 
stratives of early Tamil and early Kanara are not now used. Aside 
from two Kanara words with 0, 0.tu so MUCH and osu so mMucH, the 
modern demonstratives of Kanara and Tamil have, like those ot 
Telugu, the bases7 and a. Beside i-forms and a-forms, Kurukh has 
u-demonstratives, generally with Kolarian h prefixt. 


33. Another special feature of Géndi-Kui (including Tulu) is the 
change of initial sz thru sN to s, later generally reduced to h in 
Géndi, as also in one dialect of Tulu; the development to ¢, found 
in one dialect of Tulu, probably came from contact with Telugu. In 
Géndi pa.rol < *polar < *pudar < *pitar NAME, malol < *molal 
< *mudal < *midal HARE, and Kui pada < *prdd < *piidra < 
*pitar, mra.du < *mitrél < *midal, the palatalization of Tamil 
*picar and *“mical is lacking. Gédndi levels ] < t and 1 < d; it is not 
clear whether d is kept normally in Kui pada, or accidentally because 
of contact with r in *prdd. As Parji has d in pidir NAME, it seems 
likely that d << t and r < d represent a regular distinction in Kui, 
corresponding to the Tulu developments (34). A general unvoicing 
of occlusives, later than the change of dtor, is apparently implied 
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by Kui prau ue *prasu << * pras == Malay béras rice; but perhaps 
the Kui word came from Telugu * pras, a lost singular corresponding 
to the plural pralu. 


34. From Gondi kis = Kanara kiccu Fire, it appears that the 
change of ¢ to a fricative is more general in Géndi-Kui than in 
Kanara-Tamil. But Géndi has -dz%i and -t57 as variants of the participial 
ending -si < *-ci, showing retention of an affricate after m and other 
consonants. Ancient s has become / or zero in most varieties of 
Géndi : billé nor beside Kui si.de 1s Not ; hilk- = Tamil cikk- < 
* cilk- << *sclik- << *slik- BE CAUGHT, beside Kui slik- UNTIE, with a 
semantic change from condition to resultant action; on- << *aun- 
< *awan- < *asan- HIM; midr —= Brahui mast.r DAUGHTER; talabk 
< *talaska.l nEADS. Double s is kept in mussor (20). In Géndi 
tala < *talas HEAD we should perhaps assume’a development -4 < 
* au < *-asu << *-as, rather than a simple loss of finals. A few 
dialects of Gondi keep ancient initials; some have h for s < ¢, as 
ha- instead of sa- == Tamil cad- piz. Ancient .s seems to be repre- 
sented by Géndi s in savuor < *sovar < *.suar == Tamil uvar satt, 
perhaps connected with Aryan d.sara SALTY. 


35. Apparently Géndi developt an ancient R in accord with 
Kanara-Tamil. It makes a distinction between r == Kanara-Tamil 
R and. ==Kanara-Tamil)r after a vowel « sar.'==\Kandta aku six. 
nir == Kanara niRu HUNDRED; ma.rd == Kanara mara TREE; 0.r = 
Kanara avar THEY. ‘This difference shows that if the present sound 
of R is more reverted than that of r in Kélan and Tamil, the rever- 
sion is not a fundamental quality, but was developt as a way of 
keeping the sounds separate when R became voiced. A blend of 
two words, corresponding to Tamil kal- Learn and aki- know, is 
seen in Géndi fari- Learn. As the result of blending with a lost 
*na.ri or older *nari = Tamil nari Fox, we find .r instead of /, the 
normal derivative of ¢ (33), in Géndi khek.ri = Tulu kudike rox. A 
dissimilative influence of .r and .s seems to account for r, where we 


should expect .r, in Gondi iru.r (19) and *.suar (34). 
36. The sound ./ has become / in Géndi : kal- = Tamil ka.l- 


STEAL. Likewise .n has become n, except in contact with .t or .d : 
kan == Tamil ka.n eve. A special feature of Géndi is the consonant- 
doubling connected with stress-displacement : alli = Tamil eli rat; 
anna beside ana < *énén I. In such words, as in malol (33), miar 
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(34), the long second vowel seems to show persistence of displaced 
stress. 


37. Kui keeps initial 5 : sal- = Géndi han- < *sln Go; sa.d-, 
sit.y- == Gondi hu.d-, hu.r- < *snu.d sex. But there is a dialectal 
change of initial s to h, in accord with the general Géndi devel- 
opment. Ancient medials seems to be kept before voiceless sounds 
but it was lost between vowels in Kui a(v)an- < *asan- HIM, mrau 
< *miaru << *masir (= Brahui masi.r) DAUGHTER, tlau < *talasu 
< *talas HEAD. The form *falasu is represented in Garwi, a Dardic 
tongue having .th for tr in .thd THREE, and similarly th for ¢] in ihos 
< *tlis < *talos HEAD, the change of *talasu to *talos being a 
normal Dardic development. 


38. Kui has .d for ] after vowels that are kept: t.du. = Tamil z/ 
HOUSE; 0.dri < *olri < *orli = Kuviorli rat, corresponding to Tamil 
Or eli ONE RAT; mrd:du < *midal HARE; ka.du = Tamil kal, Tulu 
kar Foor ; but tlau = Tamil talai, Tulu tare < *talas neap. This 
development is much like the change of / torin Tulu, and seems to 
show that the two languages are closely connected ; Tulu tare may 
represent a loan from Tamil or Kanara, replacing an older Kui-like 
form. Kui ./ is recorded in the dialect described by Friend-Pereira, 
but it seems to have been changed to / in other varieties of the lan- 
euage. Kui has the regular northern n for .m in kanu EYE, beside 
n.d in ri.n.de Two. From Géndi pun-, Kui pun-, Tulu pin- know, 
beside Kanara pii.n- ACKNOWLEDGE, it appears that Tulu shared with 
Géndi-Kui the change of .2 to m, and that the influence of Kanara 
restored .» in Tulu words which more closely resembled the Kanara 
equivalents, as ka.n.ni EYE, po.n.nu < “*pe.m FEMALE. 


39. Kui has the glottal occlusive as an element of its sound-system. 
Winfield recognizes it in negative verb-forms, where it may be distinc- 
tive ; but he ignores it in #7 I Eat, from tim- = Tamil ftin-, and in 
parallel forms from other n-stems. His spelling ‘ti’ is evidently 
wrong. Contact with a voiceless sound caused a nasal to disappear 
(44): the. form ti explains the loss of n, while ‘ti’ fails to do so. In 
negative-stems, as fimi-, we may assume contact with the glottal 
occlusive too late to affect the n. 


40. Kuviseems to be a near relative of Kui, modified by Telugu. 
A queer word-form is .déru Name. As Kuvi has .d for dr in .dalu = 
Kui dra.du YOUNG ANIMAL, we may assume .déru << *“dror < *durar 
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< “dudar, apparently a blend of *pudar and inverted “dupar. Equally 
queer are the demonstratives i @ he hi, beside Kui iéa 0; the added 
hcame from Kolarian influence, as in Kurukh ha besidei and a. Kuvi 
has initial h for old s and for s <c : ha(n)-, hal- = Gédndi ha(n)-, 
Kui sal- Go; ha- = Gondi sd-, Kui sd-, Tamil ca- pie. 


4A. The Linguistic Survey calls Parji a dialect of Géndi. A close 
relation to Kui is shown by various features : d%¥ < drin sédzén six, 
as in Kui sad%gi, against rin Géndi sdruyg (85) ; an = Kui anu <*en 
I, against Géndi ana < *enén ; in (or in ?) = Kui inu you, against 
Géndi imma based on the plural ; n4 = Kui ina, ena, ana WHAT, against 
Géndi bad < *ambadi connected with Kuiimb-, emb-, omb-, umb- wHo. 
Remarkable is the conservative form of Parti pidir < *pitar NAME, beside 
Géndi pa.rél and Kui pada (83). 


42. Kolami seems to have borrowed much from Telugu, but its 
general history is not clear. If the root *snu.d is represented in dl- 
SEE, we may assume the development of zero forh< s< sn, and of 
I for .1 < .d, differing only slightly from ordinary Géndi ) << sn and 
<i. .d. To explain a.n.d- BE, we might assume a blending of Géndi 
and- and Telugu u.n.d-. In the forms an I, adm we, Kolami agrees 
with Kui, not with Géndi. : 


43. In the northernmost Dravidian tongues voiceless consonants 
seem to have regularly remained such between vowels : Brahui bi.t- == 
Kanara bi.d- THROow; Malto maxe = Kanara maga son. But early 
contact with a nasal caused voicing ; a remarkable case is Kurukh 
o.loygas CUT-THROAT, having the variant 6.rkas <Q *o.n.dokasan, with 
varied voicing dependent on the position of the nasal element. 


44, In Brahui xan, Kurukh xann, Malto xanu == Kanara ka.n EYE, 
we find the usual northern n for .n, and a change of & or kh or gh to 
the fricativex. These languages have also a k (< g ?) corresponding 
to southern & and g: Brahui kéray, Kurukh hija (< *kirja < 
*keryia ?) == Kanara ki.r, Tamil ki.r, Telugu fri UNDER; Brahui pok 
Lost beside Kanara pogt GonE; Kurukh-Malto ék- = Tamil ek-, Telugu 
ég- GO. Corresponding to Sanskrit godhiima, Brahui has xélum WHEAT: 
if it is nota native formation, thru *ghdduma, it was probably taken 
from Géndi*gholuma, the change of d to / between vowels being nor- 
malin Géndi. If Brahui gu.t corresponds to Kurukh xéser (42), we 
may assume that initial k became g after *en = Tamil en my, the prin- 
ciple of voicing in contact witha nasal being shown for Brahui by the 
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past-ending -g, used after a nasal, beside -k after other sounds ; I have 
explained the history of the k-suffix in Dravidian Researches. Brahui 
seems to have .L< rs in ma.L son (47): in the development of gu.t 
we might assume a form *ku.L.t between *kurst and *ku.s.t, or instead 
of*ku.s.t. Brahui .L is apparently not found before a consonant of 
the same root, soa change of *kurst to *ku.t(h) could be normal, beside 
ma.L < *mars. Corresponding to Brahui gu.t, Baltichi has gu.th, a 
form that Morgenstierne mentions but leaves unexplained. Brahui 
da HAND corresponds to Dardic dui, and Dardic ddr MOUTH seems 
to have come from Brahui “dor, corresponding to Malto toro MOUTH ; 
we may assume that Baltichi gu.th was taken from Brahui. 


45. A special feature of the northernmost tongues is the retention 
of & in Brahui ka- << *he-, Kurukh khe-, ke-, Malto kei-, kej- pte. Else- 
where, because of a change of the e to ie or ia, we find equivalents 
with c and its derivatives : Gondi sai-, sa-, Kui sd-, Kuvi ha-, Kanara 
saj-, sa-, Tamil ce-, ca-, Telugu ca-, Tulu sai-. The intermediate 
forms with vowel-breaking, fie-, kid-, are kept in Savara, a Kolarian 
tongue which has borrowed other Dravidian words. The aspiration 
of khée-, the Kurukh present-stem, seems to have been adopted from 
ho-, the present-stem of o- TAKE, where the h was at first an emfatic 
addition in the imperative. Dravidian pix looks like a derivative of 
Kolarian go’c DEAD. 


46. Before dorsal vowels initial s is lost in Kurukh-Malto but kept 
in Brahui, ifwe may trust the following comparisons : Brahui say- = 
Malto ah-, Kui sah- pEaT; Brahui sal- = Kurukh-Malto il- sranp, 
apparently from *szl, the root of Gondi Aillé Not, Kui si.de Is Nor, 
negation being exprest by a suffix. We find h fors before vowel-l 
in Brahui hin-< *slnco; and likewise h << hN < sN in Brahui hur- 
LOOK, corresponding to Kui sa.r- sEE, from the root*snu.d. A variant 
of the same root, weak-strest *s.n.d, is perhaps represented in Brahui 
si.r <*sé.d- Await, witha dorsal vowel developt from .n early enough 
to let s be kept, and with the vowel-change of i <(*én I. Malto has 
tu.n.d- < *tu.n.d- < *snu.n.d- SEE, with an extension of nasality 
like that of Spanish MANCHA <MACVLA. Ancientintervocalic s iskept 
in Brahui bamus Nose, beside ba MouTH and Malto muso NosE (29); 
in Brahui xisu-n, Kurukh xés6 == Kanara ken, Tamil cé, cem RED; in 
Kurukh ds = Kanara ava < “asan HE ; asan = Tamil ava.n < *asa.n 
THERE ; bisar BAD TASTE OR SMELL, beside Kanara bevaru (also dissimi- 
lated bemaru), Tamilvijar (also contracted vér), Tulu digar (also under 
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Kanara influence begar) sweat. Ancient s after a consonantis perhaps 
represented in Kurukh osgd rat, xosgd Lec, if these are old plural- 
forms used as singulars, *ewsagal < *el(1)sayga.l, *khausagal < *k(h)al- 
sanga.l, beside Tamil eli rat, kal LEG, FooT. Ancient s is lost before 
a consonant in Kurukh xott-, the past of xos- pic, and in Brahui xutt- 
DIG, a former past-stem used as a verb-stem, st being reduced to ?#t in 
both languages. Medial s has become h as a final in Malto ah = 
Kurukh as <*asan HE. Finals was changed toi in Brahui ba < *wai= 
Tamil va7 Moutu, and in Kurukh Jedle for */é < *.lai = Tamil i.lai 
YOUNG. 


47, The northernmost languages have / for .J : Brahui xul(7)- FEAR 
beside Tamil ku.lir- TREMBLE; Kurukh w/a = Kanara o.la INSIDE. 
Brahui has.L for J or . combined with s, perhaps a nominative-ending 
in pa.L < *pals irk, t2.L < *té.ls scorpion, beside Tamil pal and 
t2.1. In Brahui ma.L son beside mar son, .L seems to represent rs, 
with vowel-lengthening before a single consonant but not before a 
sroup; these words correspond to Kanara maRi cHILp, and may 
imply rs as a source of southern R. Brahui has changed Jn to I] and 
rn to nn: balls = baluné a Bic; xall- for *xaln-, the infinitive-stem — 
of xal- sTRIKE; hunn- for *hurn-, the infinitive-stem of hur- LooK. 
The influence of Aryan ndman- seems to explain the change of r to 
n in Brahui pin <*pinna < *pidna < *pitna < *pitan << “pitar NAME. 
The same foren n may be represented in the Kurukh verb pindz- < 
*“pinc- NAME, apparently based on a lost *pican < “*pitar. 


48. A special feature of Brahur is the development of f from p or 
pp after a vowel : harf- = Tamil e.rupp- Raise, but salap- == Tamil 
alamp- wasH. This development seems to have come from foren 
influence : nothern Baltichi has fricatives for occlusives after a vowel 
but not initially, and Brahui lacks a native initial f A loss of the 
checking nasal earlier than voicing of occlusives is found in Salap-, 
probably because of weak stress ; the same development is seen in u.t 
AM, beside Tamil w.n.tu THERE IS, Teluguu.n.d- BE. Tamil has e.rwmp- 
RISE, implying pp < mbb in e.rupp- (144): we may infer that the Bra- 
hui formation of f was later than the nasal-loss connected with unvoi- 
cing of double occlusives, but earlier than the nasal-loss connected 
with weak stress. 


49. Kurukh has adopted from Kolarian the harmonic closure of 
vowels : inim beside enim, the emfatic form of én 1; urti beside ortt = 
Tamil orutli ONE. 
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50. Brahui has a for ancient short e and ancient short 0: asi << 
*onisi = Tulu ond%i ONE; ant == Tamil ennatt- wuat ; a.t == Kanara 
€.5.t4 HOW MUCH; da- = Tulu de- TAKE ; harf-—= Tamil e.rupp- RAISE; 
xal- STRIKE beside Tamil kol-, Tulu ker-(< *kwel-?) xt. Arecently 
shortened é has become 7 in dinna < *dernd wHosE. Nasality seems 
to have changed 2 to 7: i< *en I; xisu-n = Kurukh xés0 rep ; bin 
HUNGER beside Tamil vé.n- WANT. 


PERSONAL PRONOUNS 
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Kanara na(nu) I, g na(n)na, d nanage, nanige, nayge, ac nanna, 
nanna(n)nu ; earlier dn(u), g e(n)na, d enage, ac ennam, en(na)nu ; 
plural navu (< *nam), g na(m)ma, d namage, ac namma(m), namma- 
(n)nu; earlier also duu < am, g e(m)ma, d emage, ac emmam, emmanu, 
emmu (<*emnu) ; —— ni(nu) < nin(u) you, g ni(n)na, d ninage, 
ninige, niyge, ac ninna(m), nin(na)nu, ninnannu ; plural nivu < nim, 
g ni(m)ma, d nimage, ac nimma(m), nimma(n)nu, nimmu(< *nimnu); 
—— 1a(nu) < tan(u) SELF, g ta(m)na, d tanage, tanige, tange, ac tan- 
na(m), tan(na)nu, tannannu; plural tavu < tam, g ta(m)ma, dtamage, 
ac tamma(m), tamma(n)nu, tammu (< *tamnu). 

Dravidian basic forms seem to have been em, plural @m, kept 
unchanged in Kurukh-Malto ; *is, plural *isir ; and tan (plural uncer- 
tain). Emfasis produced long vowels in the nominatives én, em, *is, 
tin ; the corresponding general stems had shor: vowels. In Kanara- 
Tamil and the northernmost tongues the regular development of final 
s to i or zero altered *is to “7 ; the genitive *isa became *za, and then 
*ina under the influence of ena. A plural *im, parallel with ém, was 
formed in most of the Dravidian tongues. Apparently all of them 
developt nam from weak-strest *in-em YoU AND US, and outside of cen- 
tral Dravidian the nominative nam wasformed from nam. ‘The slight 
sonority of the sound let weak-strest “ina become *na and with 
restressing nd, a form kept in Brahui; the influence of *na or na 
changed “ina to nina, *i to ni and *im to nim in Kanara-Tamil and the 
northernmost tongues. 

The form én, kept as a verb-ending with weak or variable stress in 
Tamil, became jan with main stress in Tamil and probably in Kanara. 
The sound 7 has been lost and replaced by hiatus-filling v in Kanara 
where it anciently stood between vowels: bevaru = Tamil vijar swEaT; 
navilu < *mavil == Tamil majil (from Prakrit matula corresponding 
to Sanskrit majura) PEACOCK ; savira < sajira (with initial s restored 
under Aryan influence) = Tamil ajira-m < sahasra THOUSAND (10). 
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Kanara keeps initial ja only where it has been protected by forms 
with jé, a regular variant of initial é, as in jake = jéke << éke wuy and 
jaru = aru <*ér < “char wuo beside jéenu < én wHat. We may 
assume that Kanara has lost initial 7 in an < *jan = Tamil jan, and 
in am <*jam= Tamil jam. Likewise modern Tamil, which has lost 
jan and jam, prefers forms with initial a: ar for jar WHO, dnai for 
janai <*énas (= Kanara ane) ELEFANT. 

Many of the Dravidian tongues distinguish the simple or exclusive 

plural we and the compound or inclusive plural you anD we. In the 
fourth volume of the Linguistic Survey of India Konow says that the 
distinction is lacking in Kanara, Gondi, and Brahui, and probably was 
not a basic feature of Dravidian speech. But Trench tells us that 
Géndi does make the distinction. The compound plural is represented, 
as a matter of form, in Kanara and Brahui. We may infer that these 
languages have lost the special meaning of the inclusive plural, and 
that the distinction of the two plurals was a basic feature of Dravid- 
dian. Modern Kanara has lost the simple plural avu ; the influence 
of navu has changed anu to nanu, witha corresponding general stem 
nan-. In preliterary Kanara the influence of dm or *san changed *nito 
nin; modern ni, rarely used for ninu, is a development from nin. 
The nominatives *i < *isand *ir < “isir are represented in verb- 
endings, -7, -aj, -e, and -ir(1). 
Simple stem-finals, 7 and m, were used in the genitive and dative 
of early Dravidian pronouns. The doubling found in Kanara geni- 
tives seems to have resulted from the accidental likeness of genitives 
and accusatives. A late formation of the accusative in Kanara-Tamil 
is shown by the doubling of stem-finals in pronouns as in substan- 
tives (16); the genitive and dative were developt earlier than the 
principle of doubling. Hungarian -t isa demonstrative that has become 
the accusative-ending. Likewise Dravidian accusative-endings seem 
to have come from *asan THAT: Kanara -an, with the variants -am, 
-a, -anu, -annu and the double endings -ana, -anna, may represent 
*ahn- <*asn < *asan before vowels, while Tamil -ai looks like the 
derivative of *as < *asa < *asan before a consonant or a pause. The 
accusative ennu and the parallel contracted forms are found in early 
Kanara before -vam Too. 

Variants of m-forms having v are said to occur in early Kanara texts. 
The interchange of m and v in Kanara seems to be mainly dissimila- 
tive, as in bemaru = bevaru (< *wisar) SwEAT, ka.n.neve = ka.n.neme 
(Tamil ka.n.nimai) EYELID. We should expect to find v-variants of 
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nam-, nim-, but Kittel’s dictionary gives only ev- == em- and tav- = 
tam-. In Kanara script the m-symbol difl.rs from the v-symbol by 
the addition of a single stroke: the supposed v-variants of the pro- 
nouns may be merely scribal blunders. Modern Kanara has tavar 
mane, tavara mane, tavaru mane, tavuru mane OWN FOLKS’ HOUSE, by 
dissimilation from tamar(a) mane, tamaru mane; and tavar mane is 
said to be ancient. In modern tavar aru, tavur iru, for older tamar 
iir OWN FOLKS’ VILLAGE, the change of m to v may have come from 
the influence of tavar mane. 
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Tamil nan < jan I, g ennin, ennu.taija earlier ena(tu), d enakku, ac 
ennai; plural inclusive nam, g nammin, nammu.tatja earlier nama(tu), 
d namakku, ac nammat ; exclusive nayka.l < jayka.l, g eyka.l-in, -u- 
.taija earlier -a(tu), d eyka.lukku, eyka.tku (14), ac eyka.lai ; also jam, 
g ema(iu), d emakku, ac emmai ; — ni you, general stems un-, nin-, 
inflected like en- ; plural ninka.l, general stem uyka.l-, inflected like 
eyka.l-; honorific nir, nivir, nijir, general stems um-, num-, inflected 
like nam- ; — tan, tan- sELF ; plural tam, tam-, and tayka.l, tayka.l- ; 
general stems inflected like en-, nam-, enka.l-. 

In Tamil the influence of nam changed jan to nan, and the double 
plural jayka.l to nayka.l, without disturbing the general stems en-, 
eyka.l-. The ending -ka.l, regularly used for the plural of neuter 
substantives in Tamil, is often added to other plurals, as in janka.l 
for jam, ninka.l for *nim, avarka.] for avar THOSE. Tamil grammars 
ignore the form jayka.l, and call obsolete jam a variant of nam. From 
Subbaiya’s statements in the second number of Dravidic Studies we 
learn that early writers used jayka.l, and madea distinction between 
inclusive naém and exclusive jam. The Tamil forms and the prelit- 
erary Kanara equivalents, *na@m and *jam (51), corresponded per- 
fectly to the inclusive ném and exclusive ém of Kurukh-Malto. 

Tamil formed the genitive nina by blending *ina and *na, in accord 
with Kanara. It also expanded *na to una, with initial u taken from 
the end of preceding words. Apparently the genitive *ima became 
uma by a parallel development or under the influence of una. We 
might however assume a direct change of *ima to uma, with u pro- 
duced by contact with a labial, as in mucal << *mital HARE. The n- of 
the singular was extended to the plural: num- < um- ;*nim < *im ; 
nir, *nivir, *nijir <*isir. Later nivir and nijir took i from the con- 
tracted nir. 


TUTTLE, DRAVIDIAN DEVELOPMENTS 31 


According to Vinson, in early Tamil the uninflected stems could be 
used for the genitive and the accusative ; their use as genitive-equiv- 
alents is common in modern Tamil. Early forms mentioned by 
Vinson are eRku = enakku; niRku = ninakku ; taRku = tanakku ; and 
nekku == eénakku, with a vowel-change of thekind often found in Telu- 
gu. The form nekku and a parallel ndkku for unakku are said to be 
used in the modern language. Uninflected genitive-equivalents are 
found in modern Kanara, but they seem to be reduced from forms in 
-a, while the Tamil forms represent the use of simple stems as the 
first portion of compounds. 
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Badaga na@ I, g ac enna, d enaga; plural inclusive nayga, g nayga, d 
nangaga, ac nayg.ruva ; exclusive eyga, inflected like nayga; — ni 


YOU, g ac ninna, d ninaga ; plural niyga, inflected like nayga ; — ta 
SELF, g ac tanna, d tanaga ; plural tayga, inflected like nanga. 

The nominative niyga has the variant wiyg.ru-jé in combination 
with emfasizing -. The other plurals evidently have corresponding 
forms. ‘The ending -g.ru is a variant of the ordinary plural-ending 
of substantives, -g.ro, g -g.r0, -g.rova, -g.ruva, d -g.rdga, ac -g.rova, 
-g.ruva. Spoken Tamil has -go for the plural-ending written as -ka.l: 
Badaga -g.ro is derived from a similar *-go.]. The older form of the 
genitive is -g.r0 < *-g.r0 < *-go.la ; as -a is the regular genitive-end- 
ing, it was added to -g.ro, and produced -g.rova, -g.ruva, with hia- 
tus-filling v. A tendency to alter weak o to u before consonants is 
shown by -g.ruva = -g.rova and by -g.ru-jé beside -g.ro. 

Instead of -ga, -ga, -gaga, -g.ruva, earlier Badaga probably had 
“2.10, -2.10, -g.rbga, -g.rova, in pronouns as in substantives. The old 
forms are kept, with u for o, in the accusative -g.ruva and in the 
emfatic nominative -g.ru-jé. A foren influence brought in -ga as a 
variant of -g.ro ;. the likeness of nominative and genitive -g.ro pro- 
duced the genitive -ga, and the dative became -gaga. The foren influ- 
ence was apparently Kélan. Kodagu has the plurals nayga, enga, ninga, 
tayga, in accord with Badaga. Kodagu and Badaga are in contact 
with Kélan, which has plurals representing older *nanga.l, *enga.l, 
*ninga.l, *tayga.l. Apparently these forms were adopted in Badaga 
and Kodagu. Badaga lacks final consonants in pausal word-forms ; 
Kodagu shows a loss of final ./ in ava == Tamil ava.] sue. In both 
languages the Kélan plurals lost final ./ because it did not harmonize 
with their sound-systems ; in Badaga the development was later than 
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its normal change of *-a.] to -.ra (49). A variant of Badaga nayga 
is ayga, apparently developt under the influence of eyga. The inclu- 
sive sense of nayga in Badaga and Kodagu, contrary to exclusive 
nayya.l < *nayga.l in Kélan, shows that nayga has replaced an older 
*nam in both languages ; the formal likeness of *nam and nayga caused 
the latter to be used with the inclusive value. 

Badaga 7a is used also as an emfasizing suffix without inflexion : 
evaka-td THESE, aduna-td THAT (ac), atte-td so. 

In the singular the Badaga nominatives resemble the Tamil forms, 
but were probably taken from preliterary Kanara before *ni changed 
to nin. The other forms of the singular agree with the Kanara equiv- 
alents, and cannot have come from Kélan or Tamil. 
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Kélan van I, g enRe, d enakku, enikku and with assimilation inikku, 
ac enne ; plural inclusive nam, nam-, namm- ; also nom, nomm-, numm- 
and with dissimilation novv- ; also namma.l, nomma.l, numma.l, nam- 
ma.l, with -a.l from the exclusive forms ; exclusive eyya.l, nayya.|, 
nayya.l and with contraction “d.lu(d nakku) ; — ni, nin-, ninn- you; 
plural winya.l, also nimma.!] based on *nim = Kanara nim ; — tan, 
tan-, tann- SELF; plural tam, tam-, tamm-, and tayya.l, tayya.l, tay- 
ka.l. 

Extension of nasality changed 7 to ” in man <“jan; its m has by 
analogy replaced m in some of the plural forms. In nomm-, novv-, 
numm-, weak stress and the influence of a following labial produced o 
and uw, as in Italian popo, Rumanian pupA <(“dopo < DE Post. Ap- 
parently mdm was constructed from nomm-, on the model of nam beside 
namm- ; it has the datives nomku and ndkku based on the nominative. 
Kélan yy regularly represents yg<yk. 
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Kodagu nani I, g enna.da, é.da, d enaki, ac enna; plural inclusive 
nanga, g -.da, d -ki, ac -.la; exclusive eyga, inflected like nayga ; — 
nini YOU, g ninna.da, ni.da, d ninaki, ac ninna ; plural niyga, inflect- 
ed like nayga;— tani sELF, g tanna.da, ta(.n).da, d tanaki, ac tan- 
na ; plural tayga, inflected like nayga. (The final vowel of the dative 
is uncertain ; it is perhaps é rather than 7.) 

Aside from the short genitives, these Kodagu forms were probably 
taken from Kélan, Tamil, or a Tamil-like dialect, and later adapted to 
the Kanara forms. Kodagu -.da is a common genitive-ending ; its 
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basis is found in ava.da < *ava.lda HER and the ordinary plural-ending 
-a <*a.l, g -a.da<"a.lda. The long forms of the singular geni- 
tive have added the Kodagu ending to earlier *enna, *ninna, *tanna ; 
the short forms have added it to bases which seem to pointto Telugu 
as the source of Kodagu. 

Old final consonants are lost in Kodagu, except where they are pre- 
served by the addition of a Kanara-like vowel. Earlier Kodagu prob- 
ably had *e < *en = Telugu enw I, g*nd = Telugu na, and *4 <is = 
Telugu ivu you, g *ni== Telugu ni. In Telugu and Kui the change 
of *ina to ni produced a common genitive-ending -i beside older -a. 
In Kodagu the formal likeness of *#i and *7 produced *né for *na as 
the genitive of *e. This *@ became *né.da, with the usual Kodagu 
ending, and then é.da under the influence of the general stem en-. A 
Géndi or Kui basis would explain Kodagu ni.da <*ni ; but @.da seems 
to require a Telugu basis, as ancient 2 has become 4 in Kui anu <*en 
and Géndi ana <*énen I. The short genitives of tani are analogic, 
modeled on 2.da and ni.da. 

[Addendum : In Mysore and Coorg III (1878), B. L. Rice gives 
Kodagu naygi, ningi, tangi,as variants of the dative ; these are apparent- 
ly native developments, based on the nominative. | 
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Telugu nénu < enul, g na <*ena, d naku <"enakku, ac na(n)nu < 
*enan ; plural inclusive manamu <*ndm, g mana <*“manéd <*nama, d 
manaku <*namakku, ac man(al)anu <*naman ; exclusive memu <nému 
<emu, g ma <“ema, d maku <“emakku, ac ma(m)munu, ma(m)mu 
<“eman ; — nivu <ivu YOU, g ni <*ini <*ina, d niku <*inakku, ac 
ni(n)nu <*inan ; plural mir(al)u <ir(al)u, g mi <‘imi <*ima, d 
miku <“imakku, ac mi(m)munu, mi(m)mu <*iman; — tanu SELF, 
g tana, d tanaku; ac tan(u)nu; plural tamu, g tama, d tamaku, ac 
ta(m)munu, tammu ; also taru, tamaru, g tamari, d tamariki, ac tama- 
rint. 

Modern Kanara adds a vowel after former final consonants : ava.lu 
<ava.l sHE, avaru < avar THEY. A similar development took 
place in preliterary Telugu ; final wu is perhaps a fairly recent addi- 
tion after /, r, or a nasal. The wu of niku and miku is contrary to the 
otherwise unbroken rule that -ku becomes -Ai after an i-sound in Telu- 
gu; it is kept from the older forms in *-akku. In ivu <*isu<“is, 
Telugu agrees with Kui (and perhaps Géndi) in showing a develop- 
ment of -w earlier than the loss of s; in Telugu tala <*talas HEAD, 
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we may assume a still earlier loss of *-s after a weak vowel, or a de- 
velopment thru *talasu, *talau, “tala. The -ru of taru and tamaru 
represents an older final r taken from *ir when *tm was in use as a 
variant of “ir. 

The Telugu datives, based on Tamil-like forms in *-akku, have. 
been conformed to the corresponding genitives; k for kk is normal 
after a weak-strest or long vowel. The assimilation in “ini for *ina 
and *imi for *ima is a remarkable feature of Géndi, Kui, and Telugu; 
it is the source of the genitive-ending -7 (replacing -a) found in Kui 
and Telugu. In early Telugu, stress-displacement was common, 
and changed “ena to na, *nama to *mand, “ema to ma, *ini to ni, *ini 
to mi. The change of *nama to “mand, with a sound-displacement 
accompanying stress-displacement as in vrélu <“*veral <*wiral = Ta- 
mil viral FINGER, produced a general stem mana-. 

Inclusive *nam(u) became Piano and later manamu. The ini- 
tial nasals of the other modern nominatives came from the general 
stems after these had lost their initial vowels ; that of neému came from 
*nam(u), which was perhaps also a partial source of the added n- of 
nenu, in accord with Kanara and Tamil developments. In ma(m)mu 
for *ma(n)nu and mi(m)mu for *mi(n)nu the assimilation ot n to m 
seems to have resulted froma feeling that manu and ninu contained a 
repeated radical (in the style of Latin szesz). The /-sufhix of manalanu 
and (m)iralu was taken from the ordinary inflection of substantives. 
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Tulu jan I, g ena, d enki, ac enan; plural inclusive nama, g nama, d 
nayki, ac naman ; exclusive eyku.lu, g eyku.le, d enku.legi, ac eyku- 
len; — i ou, g nina, d nikki, ac ninan ; plural niku.lu, inflected like 
enku.lu; honorific ir, g tre, d iregi, ac iren ; — tan SELF, g tana, d 
tanki, ac tanan; plural tan(u)ku.lu, inflected like eyku.lu. 

In most of the Dravidian tongues case-endings are alike for singular 
and plural. Tulu has in the singular the genitive-ending -a found 
elsewhere, but the ending of the plural genitive is always -e (perhaps 
_-¢<(*at), exceptin nama. ‘This seems to show that nama was taken 
from Kanara or Tamil, replacing a Géndi-like or Kui-like form. It 
may be suspected that the older Tulu forms were g *manat, d *mayki, 
ac *manan, with a stem corresponding to Telugu man- (< “nam-), 
Kui amm- <{ amn- < *man-(< *nam-), and with a genitive-ending 
found in Kui nai (beside na@) my and mai (beside ma) our. As Tulu 
has mara = Tamil maram TREE, the nominative nama may represent 


TUTTLE, DRAVIDIAN DEVELOPMENTS 35 


*mana < *mandm, made up from the general stem and the ending of 
Kanara *nam or Tamil nam. 

It is not clear whether a native treatment of final s is shown in 
Tulu tare < *talas uEaD (38). Perhaps the seeming conservatism of 
i<<*is hides a development like that of Kui *is, thru *isu and “tu. 
The form nikki is remarkable : we should expect *niyki, parallel with 
enki. Apparently it corresponds to Géndi nik, Telugu niku, without 
the long vowel that these have taken from the genitive mi, and implies 
aform *ni as the genitive in early Tulu. This would seem to imply 
*na as the older form of Tulu ena, and a borrowing of nin-, en-, and 
‘perhaps jan, eyku.l-, from Tamil or Kanara. 

Tulu stands alone in the use of ir as a general stem: elsewhere the 
derivatives of *isir are restricted to the nominative-vocative. Tulu 
niku.lu is likewise isolated. If *arku.lu isrepresented by Tulu aku.lu, 
apparently a double plural beside the simple ar THOsE, we might 
assume a double plural “irku.lu, which became *iku.lu, and then 
niku.lu under the influence of nina, nikki, ninan. Parallel with *em 
WE, most of the Dravidian tongues developt “im as an equivalent of 
*isir. Tulu shows no trace of *im, which would have made *iyku.lu 
or “ninku.lu, in accord with eyku.lu, instead of niku.lu. 

In the Tulu possessives, ennau, nammau, ninnau, tannau, the conso- 
nant-doubling looks likea borrowing from Kanara equivalents, ennadu, 
nammadu, ninnadu, tannadu;'Tulu au corresponds to Kanara adu THAT. 
But Tulu has -mau as a regular possessive-ending, with generalized 
from former n-stems, as in mag- son, with the genitive maga and the 
possessive maganau, beside Kanara magan-, genitive magana, possessive 
maganadu. ‘The form maganau agrees with maganadu ; but Tulu has 
mag-, except in the possessive, for magan- == Kanara magan-, so that 
the Tulu ending is -mau in addition to the genitive, while the Kanara 
ending is simply -du, the formal equivalent of Tulu -u. Probably 
-nnau is a contraction of *-nanau in the forms mentioned. Kui has 
amm- as a variant of amn- < *man- <*nam- = Tulu nam- vs : likewise 
Tulu seems to have mm as a normal development from mn in nam- 
mau. 

[Addendum : Manner gives Tulu én as a variant of jan. ] 
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Géndi a(n)na I, g navor, d ac nak(un) ; plural inclusive apilé, g 
aplotor, d ac aplotun ; exclusive amma.t, g mavor, d ac mak(un) ; — 
imma YOU, gnivor, d ac nik(un); plural imma.t, g mivor, d ac mik(un) ; 
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— tani sELF, g tanvor, d ac aplotun ; plural tamma.t, g tammor, d 
ac aplotun. 

Géndi has ma.ra = Tamil maram, Telugu mranu TREE. The loss 
of final nasals gave or would have given *a@ < *en with the plural *4 
< “em, and *i<*is with the plural “7 <*im. A partial remedy was 
found in the use of doubled forms: ana < “tnen, “ama < *émém. 
This treatment could not be applied to *7 < *is, since ancient medial s 
disappeared along with finals in Géndi. We may assume that a plu- 
ral *imi < *imim developt the singular *ima or older *ime under the 
influence of ana or older *ané <q *enen. Trench gives anna as an 
emfatic variant of an#: emfasis changed *amda to “amma and *ima to 
imma. A difference of stress explains the verb-endings -an < *-ana 
< *-énen and -am < *-aima < *-emem beside the pronouns ana and 
“ama. 

Developments like those of Telugu are seen in Géndi nd-, ma-, ni-, 
mi-. G6dndi must have formerly had the same genitives as Telugu: 
the added -vér is a variant of (v)ol THAT. From the Géndi verb- 
ending -d.¢ for inclusive WE, we may infer a former pronoun “d.t 
corresponding to Kui ddzu. After the adoption offoren aplé (= Hindi 
aplog) the meaning of *a.t was forgotten and it was suffixt to “amma. 
The same ending has been adopted by imma.t and tamma.t. The 
influence of and is seen in tand for “ta < *tan ; and that of *amma in 
tammd, a variant of tamma.t. Dialectal variants of the other nomi- 
natives are nannd = anna, with n- from the general stem; a(m)md.t = 
amma.t, also mammda.t, mamé.t, with m- from thestem ; 7mmé imma, 
also nimé with n- from the stem, and a plural nimé.t. K6i, a Gondi 
dialectin contact with Telugu, has inclusive mana.da we, with man- 
as in Telugu and -a.da having the proper value of *4.t. Gdéndi has 
-i < *is as a verb-ending, and also as a predicative: imma bénd-i WHERE 
ARE YOU ? literally you wHERE-you? Likewise -7 is the vocative-ending 
of Géndi nouns. 
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Kui anu I, g na, nai, d ac nayge ; plural inclusive adzu, g ammani, 
d ac ammangé; exclusive amu, g ma, mai d ac maygé ; — inu rou, g 
ni, d ac ningé; plural iru, g mi, d acminge ; — tanu SELF, g ac tana, d 
tanaki ; plural taru, g ac tara, d taraki. 

These are the forms given by the Linguistic Survey. Most of them 
show close agreement with Telugu. The genitive-ending -7, which 
may become -mi after a vowel, has been explained above in connection 


with the Telugu genitive (57). 
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Friend-Pereira gives the same nominatives, with slightly different 
inflections: g nai, ana(n)i, d anayki, d ac nayge, anayge, and parallel 
forms for dmu ; g amna(n)i, d amnaniki, d ac amnaiyge ; — g ni(2), d 
inaniki, d ac ninge ; g mi(i), d ac miyge ; — for singular and plural, 
g tana(n)i, d tananiki, d actayge. It is not clear whether ana-, ama-, 
and ina- represent the ancient stems or were reconstructed from the 
nominatives. In the stem amn- (< *man- <*nam-)wesee the older 
form of amm-. 

Winfield gives anu, g nai, d ac nayg-i, -e, ac nd.n.dani ; plural 
inclusive adzu, with inflected forms belonging to amu , - exclusive amu, 
g mai, d ac mayg-t, -e, ac ma.n.daini, mambi.n. di ; — inu, g ni, d 
ac ning-i, -€, ac ni.n. hhc iru, g mi, d ac ming-i, -e, ac mi.n.dani, 
mimbi.n.di ;— tainu, plutal Heascntine jaru, feminine and neuter faz, 
with the same set of inflections for all three, g ta.ra, d t.rdygi, a 
ta.rani. The long vowels of the genitives have been extended to the 
other cases, in accord with the treatment of datives in Géondi and 
Telugu. 

Kui adzu seems to represent *dndru or *andriu, a compound of anu 
and iru, with dz for dr as in miundz7i = Tamil manRu THREE. Kut 
developt *iu < *isu <q *is in agreement with Telugu ; the further 
change to inu came from the influence of amu. Vinson gives Tamil 
nambo as a variant of spoken nayga.l (= eyka.]) ovr, apparently with 
-bo << *-gwo for -go, another equivalent of -ga.] < -ka.l. A similar 
development is perhaps represented in Kuvi mambu we, mimbu you, 
and the Kui accusatives containing mb as given by Winfield. 
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Kuvi nanu I, g na, d nange, ac nanaia ; plural inclusive maro, g ma, 
d mayge, ac mama'a, mama ; arehueive mambu, g ma, d mayge, ac 
mamaia, mamau;.— ninu you, g ni, d ninge, ac ninara ; plural 
mimbul ne 90), ninuyga, g mi, d minge, ac mimaia, mimau ; — tanu SELF, 
g tani,d tange, ac tanaia, tanail, tanati ; plural tambu, a Febg d tamge, 
ac tamaia, iamau, tamait. 

Most of the Kuvi forms can be explained from the Kui or Telugu 
equivalents. ‘The nominatives have the initial stem-consonants, in 
accord with Telugu. | 
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Parji dn I, g an; plural am, g am ; — in you, g in ; plural im, g 
im. 
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Probably all of the nominatives should be written with long vowels. 
The genitives may be compared with the uninfected forms of Tamil, 
explained above. 
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Kolami an I, g anna ; plural am, g amma ; — (n)iva you, g inna ; 
plural im, g imma. 

The forms iva and niva were taken from Telugu. The genitives fail 
to show the Géndi-Kui development, but they might have been 
reconstructed from the nominatives dn, am, *in, im. 
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Kurukh énI, g eyhai, d enga(ge), ac eygan ; plural inclusive nam, g 
namhai, nayhai, d nanga(ge), ac naman ; exclusive em, g emhai, d 
ema(gé), ac eman ; — nin you, plural nim, inflected likeén and em; — 
tin SELF, plural tam, inflected like en and ém. 

In Kurukh-Malto a g-suffix has been added to the stems of these words 
in the singular. This added element seems to represent a dative- 
ending ; probably it stands for older &, with normal voicing after 
nasals, and corresponds to the &-prefix of Brahui kane me. Kurukh 
has added the suffix also to the plural nam-. 

The genitive-ending -a or -d, found in the other main divisions 
of Dravidian, appears to be lacking in Kurukh-Malto, except that it is 
represented in the compound ending -anta, which may contract to -ta, 
used in Kurukh to form adjective-like genitives : ulania and ulta oF 
THE INSIDE, from wld ; ullanta and ulia OF THE DAY, OF [MANY] DAYS, 
OLD, from wild. But really the Dravidian genitive-ending is kept in 
the dative of Kurukh pronouns. ‘The old genitive has becomea dative 
in Kurukh-Malto, just as Latin has produced a Romanic dative from 
ILLORVM. Final vowels are generally lengthened in Kurukh — or 
shortened elsewhere? —, so that emda is the exact formal equivalent 
of Kanara-Tamil ema, Géndi-Kui and Telugu ma <*ema. The word 
eygdgé contains a genitive-ending turned dative, apparently combined 
with two real dative-endings. 

The development of nin and nim is parallel with what is found in 
Kanara. Kurukh has the equivalent verb-endings -ai and -ar, indicat- 
ing a formation of *7 from *is and of *ir from “isir in Kurukh-Malto 
as elsewhere. Ancient medial s is kept in Kurukh as = Kanara ava 
< *“asan HE, asan = Tamil ava.n < *asa.n THERE. The normal 
change of *is to *t produced analogic *ia for *isa and “ir for *isir in 
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Kurukh-Malto and Brahui ; elsewhere,the medial s would have disap- 
peared as a normal sound-change, without regard to the influence of 
ey ape on 

The forms given above are taken from Hahn’s grammar. Grignara 
mentions ema used as a ‘contraction of emhai : really it is the old 
genitive with its proper value. Likewise Grignard gives nama 
(= nanga) and nimé as genitives. The emfatic nominative énim has 


the variant inim, with the harmonic vowel-closure that is so common 
in Kurukh. 
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Malto én I, g ey(ki), d eyge, ac engen ; plural inclusive nim, g nam(ht), 
d name, ac namen ; exclusive ém, inflected like nam ; — nin you, plu- 


ral nim, inflected like @n and em; — tani sE.F, plural tami, inflected 
like en and ém, with -7 added to the nominative. 

Malto has changed weak atoe. In its general treatment of the 
stems it agrees closely with Kurukh. It has the verb-endings -e and 
-er corresponding to Kurukh -az1, -ar. 

[Addendum - In the Gospel of St. John in Rajmahali (1882), Malto 
tan and tam are used as variants of tani, tami. | 
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Brahui 7 1, g kana, d ac kane ; plural nan, g nana, d ac nane ; — ni 
you, gna, d ac né ; plural num, g numa, d ac nume ; — ten SELF, g 
téna, dac téne ; plural same. / 


Brahui xisun RED, beside Kurukh xés6 and Tamil cé (< *hkens-), shows 
the same vowel-change as? << *én. ‘The loss of final nasals confused 
the Brahui derivatives of *én and *em. The simple plural was replaced 
by *na <*nam ; the stem *nam- became nan- under the influence of 
the singular, and was used for the nominative because *na@ conflicted 
with na < *ina your. The objective kane represents an accusative 
*enat <*enas combined with the k-formant of the dative. The use of 
a prefix, instead of a suffix, may be compared with our THEREBY = 
BY THAT ; Latin MEcvM; Hungarian NEKEM (literally My TONESS) in- 
stead of *EMNEK Or *ENNEK (TO ME). The & of kana was taken from 
kane. 

Brahui ni < *tand na <(*ina < “ia correspond to the developments 
found in Kanara-Tamil. Probably early Brahui had *nir < *ir and 
*um- <{ “im- in accord with Tamil. The influence of *nir changed 
*um- to num-, but *nir became “ni before consonants, parallel with 
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de(r) wHo, which corresponds to Kanara daru (from “ehar with prefixt 
d) and loses its r before consonants. The reduction of *nir to *ni, 
making conflict with the singular, led to the use of mum for the nomi- 
native. 

Corresponding to ni, Brahui has the verb-ending -s derived from 
*isis or “isis : final s became z (or zero after an 7-sound), but ancient 
medial s is keptin Brahui as in Kurukh-Malto. 

Reduced forms of the pronouns are used as weak-strest suffixes for 
genitive, dative, and accusative: -ka for kana, kane; -ne for na, né 
and for the third person -ta(m), plural -ta@, perhaps connected with 
tén. 
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